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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Dispelling the "Few 
Extremists" Myth - the Muslim 
World is Overcome with 
Hate 

By David French 

It is simply false to declare - 
as Presidents Obama and Bush and 
U.K. Prime Ministers Tony Blair and 
David Cameron have done - that 
jihadists represent the “tiny few 
extremists” who sully the reputation of 
an otherwise peace-loving Muslim faith. 
In reality, jihadists represent the natural 
and inevitable outgrowth of a faith that 
is given over to hate on a massive 
scale. Not all Muslims are hateful, of 
course, but the world is wracked by 
jihadist violence. 

To understand the Muslim 
edifice of hate, imagine it as a pyramid 

— with bigotry at the bottom, followed 
by stair steps of escalating radicalism 

— culminating in jihadist armies. 

The most broadly held hatred 
in the Islamic world is anti-Semitism. 
According to the Pew Research Center 
74 percent of North Africans and 
Middle Easterners registered anti- 
Semitic beliefs, including 92 percent of 
Iraqis, 69 percent of Turks, and 74 
percent of Saudis. 

Though far removed from the 
Arab-lsraeli conflict, 61 percent of 
majority-Muslim Malays harbor anti- 
Semitic attitudes, against 13 percent of 
neighboring majority-Buddhist Thais. 

The next level of the pyramid 
is Muslim commitment to deadly 
Islamic supremacy. Many Muslims 
support the death penalty for apostasy 
or blasphemy, denying freedom of 
expression and free exercise of 
religion, including (among 20 countries 
polled) 15 % in Bosnia, 22% Tajikistan, 
17% Turkey, 62% Malaysia, 18% 
Indonesia, 79% Afghanistan, 76% 


Pakistan, 86% Egypt, 66% Palestinian 
territories, 29% Tunisia. The countries 
with the lowest support were Albania 
(8%) and Kazakhstan (4%). 

Moving beyond Islamic 
supremacy to the next step of the 
pyramid, enormous numbers of 
Muslims are terrorist sympathizers. 
Even though Osama bin Laden's 
popularity plunged (as he grew weaker 
and more isolated), his public approval 
remained disturbingly high. 

But what about ISIS? The 
latest polls show that while most 
Muslims reject ISIS, roughly 50 million 
people express sympathy for a terrorist 
army that burns prisoners alive, throws 
gay men from buildings, and beheads 
political opponents. In Pakistan 72 
percent couldn’t bring themselves to 
express an unfavorable view of ISIS. 

But sympathy for terror is 
different from active support. I know of 
no reliable database that shows how 
many Muslims take concrete actions to 
advance the terrorists’ cause. We do 
know, for example, that anti-Israel 
terrorism is so popular in Saudi Arabia 
that a telethon once raised $100 million 
to support the 2002 intifada. 

The number of jihadists 

decisively belie the “few extremists” 
rhetoric. In Iran alone, the 

Revolutionary Guard represents a 
proportionate share of the population 
similar to the combined strength of the 
active-duty Army and Marines in the 
U.S. Between Boko Haram, the Al- 
Nusra front, ISIS, Hezbollah, Hamas, 
al-Qaeda, the Taliban, Yemeni and 

Libyan militias, and many others, the 
number of active jihadists numbers in 
the hundreds of thousands; some 
estimates indicate that 100,000 are 

fighting in Syria alone. 

Simply put, America’s leaders 
actively deceive the American people 


about the sheer scale of Muslim hatred 
and commitment to jihad. Rather than 
tell us the truth, the Obama 
administration and the media 
constantly lecture Americans about 
discrimination, apparently believing that 
only their scolding keeps the great 
redneck masses at bay. 

Telling us the truth won’t send 
Americans on an anti-Muslim killing 
spree. Instead, it will make us no more 
radical than Egypt’s president, who 
briefly made headlines earlier this year 
after calling for a “revolution” in Islam 
and decrying faith traditions that had 
been “sacralized over the centuries.” 
Telling the truth can at least begin the 
process of convincing the American 
people that there is no quick fix, that 
the defense of the nation will require 
courage and resolve over the long 
term. 

Islam has a problem. It is 
Muslims’ responsibility to reform their 
own faith. It is America’s responsibility 
to defend itself and its citizens. Neither 
goal is advanced by telling convenient, 
politically correct lies. After 14 years of 
war, can we finally tell the truth? — 
David French is a staff writer 
at National Review, an attorney , and a 
veteran of Operation Iraqi Freedom 
- National Review Dec. 7, 2015 

The NRA Is Getting Its Ass 
Kicked and Here’s the Proof 

By Chris Schecter 
The National Rifle Association 
is getting its clocked cleaned. 

The conventional wisdom is 
that even with an average of one school 
shooting per week since Sandy Hook, 
further common-sense gun regulation is 
a political non-starter, because of the 
NRA’s undue influence over our elected 
officials. 







But in fact the most sweeping 
gun-violence prevention laws in the 
country passed in 2014 via citizen ballot 
initiative in Washington State with 60 
percent of the vote, in an off year when 
right-wing trolls put a poison pill 
measure on the ballot to fool people into 
voting against it—and failed. 

Oregon passed a background- 
check bill against the NRA’s wishes. 
Meanwhile, some North Carolina 
lawmakers who didn’t think enough of 
their constituents were being rendered 
dead were stopped in their tracks this 
past July when they tried to eliminate 
background checks on handgun 
purchases. The same thing happened in 
Colorado and Iowa. 

Don’t take it from me, though. 
Listen to the NRA, whose former 
president called their own efforts in the 
states this year a “huge train wreck” in 
an internal memo. The gun nuts lost in 
15 of 16 states where they tried to put 
guns on campus, including Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Indiana, Georgia, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, South Carolina and 
Wyoming—all deep red states. 

In the one state where they 
succeeded (although with a watered- 
down version of their bill), Texas, there 
have been protests and a number of 
professors have quit. Also, ironically, 
they’ve managed to create a whole new 
grassroots, gun-safety force among 
students who plan to carry colorful 
dildos around campus in protest. You 
see, carrying dildos out in public is 
illegal in Texas , concealed weapons that 
can kill now is not. 

Meanwhile, the NRA tried to 
eliminate any training or permit 
requirements for concealed carry in 
West Virginia, Missouri, Utah, and 
Montana. The results? No, no, no and 
no. Again, these are not blue states. 
The same exact scenario played out 
with the NRA’s efforts to force guns into 
K-12 schools, based on their made up 
claim that “gun free zones” attract those 
who want to do us harm. 

What has happened in the 
affirmative? In response to the terrible 
Isla Vista massacre in 2014, California 
enacted a “gun violence restraining 
order” to allow close family and law 
enforcement to temporarily confiscate 
firearms if someone proves to be a 
threat to themselves and others. 

In Milwaukee, two police 
officers both shot in the face in the line 
of duty, won a case against known 
provider of guns to anyone asking, 
Badger Guns, for $6 million, alleging 
that Julius Burton obtained the gun in 
June 2009 through a “straw buy”. 

The officers say the shop 
personnel were negligent because it 


was obvious another man actually 
bought the gun for Burton, who was too 
young to legally make the purchase, the 
Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel reported. 

The case is being appealed, 
but it may create precedent. That would 
be a very big deal. 

Finally, as guns pose such an 
existential threat to women suffering 
abuse at the hands of their husbands, 
six states, including Alabama and South 
Carolina, passed bills to make it harder 
for these abusers to gain access to 
firearms. Michigan even saw its 
Republican governor veto a bill to make 
it easier for abusers to get guns. 

Next year it will be Nevada and 
Maine’s turns to pass universal 
background checks via ballot initiative. 
Washington State looks likely to once 
again take on the NRA directly, in 
banning the sale of ivory and other 
animal trophies. California has a ballot 
measure set to go in 2016 that would, 
among other things, make people report 
lost or stolen guns (I know, common 
sense if you’re not living in a fortified 
bunker with buckets of your own urine) 
and conduct background checks for 
ammunition purchases. It is the No. 1 
priority of Gavin Newsom, the current 
lieutenant governor and likely 
gubernatorial candidate for 2018. 

You see, the problem is that as 
all this is taking place, with cultural 
transformation already evident in People 
magazine’s now taking on this issue and 
sports teams’ wearing orange, in 
symbolic solidarity with gun-violence 
survivors, too many innocent people are 
still dying. And when it is local, or a 
massacre nationally, you will see it on 
your local or national news, sometimes 
on a loop. This makes it hard to accept 
that things are changing. But they are. 

-- The Daily Beast November 29, 2015 

Would-be killers target gun- 
free zones 

By John R. Lott Jr. 

Hillary Clinton vows, if she 
becomes president, to use executive 
action to enact calls for so-called 
universal background checks on private 
transfers of guns. 

She is angry that 
Republicans “refuse to do anything” 
about mass shootings. 

But gun-control advocates 
face a couple of problems. 

First, the law that President 
Obama and other Democrats keep 
pushing wouldn’t have stopped any of 
the mass public shootings during 
Obama’s presidency. 

Second, all mass public 
shootings [except two] take place in 


gun-free zones. If the media more 
regularly reported when a shooting 
occurs in a gun-free zone, more people 
would realize that gun-control laws 
don’t deter criminals who are looking 
for targets where people can’t fight 
back. More Americans would come to 
feel that gun ownership makes them 
safer. 

Regarding the Umpqua 
Community College killings, Oregon 
law does allow permitted concealed 
handguns on school property. The New 
York Times, Media Matters, and others 
have been quick to pounce on this fact. 
What has been ignored, however, is 
that public educators in Oregon have 
undermined the law by putting bans in 
faculty and student handbooks. 

There may be no criminal 
sanctions for violating the ban, but 
faculty face termination and students 
risk expulsion. Those are life-altering 
penalties. Faculty members 
undoubtedly won’t get another 
academic job if they committed a 
firearms violation. Expelled students 
are very unlikely to be admitted into 
another college. 

School president Rita 
Calvin wouldn’t even let the college’s 
security guards carry guns. 

Thus no potential victims — 
students, faculty, or those unaffiliated 
with the college —were able to defend 
themselves in the classroom where the 
attack occurred. 

Mark Kelly, founder of the 
gun-control group Americans for 
Responsible Solutions, was asked on 
CNN about the Oregon college being a 
gun-free zone that “might attract bad 
guys.” 

Kelly claimed that less than 
15 percent of mass shootings have 
occurred in a gun-free zone. But Kelly 
was relying on a study sponsored by 
anti-gun advocate Michael Bloomberg 
that based its numbers on whether 
newspaper articles mentioned if a 
shooting occurred in a gun-free zone. 
That isn’t very useful. 

Since at least 1950, all but 
two public mass shootings in America 
have taken place where general 
citizens are banned from carrying guns. 
In Europe, there have been no 
exceptions. Every mass public shooting 
has occurred in a gun-free zone. 
Europe has been host to three of the 
six worst K-12 school shootings and by 
far the worst mass public shooting 
perpetrated by a single individual. 

Killers have frequently 
talked about their desire to attack 
where guns are banned. The suspect in 
the Charleston, S.C., shootings 
originally aimed to attack the College of 




Charleston. He chose a church instead 
because the college had armed guards. 

The Batman movie theater 
killer, James Holmes, decided against 
attacking an airport because of the 
“substantial security.” Out of seven 
theaters showing the Batman movie 
within 20 minutes of the suspect’s 
apartment, only one banned permitted 
concealed handguns. That’s the one he 
attacked. 

Elliot Rodger, who fatally 
shot three people in Santa Barbara, 
Calif., ruled out various targets 
because he worried that someone with 
a gun would cut short his killing spree. 

Americans seem to 
understand these points. A June 
Rasmussen Reports survey found that 
68 percent feel safer in neighborhoods 
where guns are allowed, while just 22 
percent would not. A Gallup poll last 
December found 63 to 30 percent 
margin that Americans thought guns in 
their homes made them safer. 

If you don’t think deterrence 
works, ask yourself if you would post a 
sign in front of your home saying it is a 
“gun-free zone.” It’s very likely that 
such signs aren’t going to be going up 
in any neighborhoods soon. 
-www.philly.com/philly/blogs/thinktank 
October 7, 2015 

NSA phone data collection 
ends, forcing debate over 
terror concerns 

The National Security 
Agency’s authority to collect phone- 
record data expired Sunday, despite 
evidence that such programs helped 
European officials track down the 
perpetrators of the recent Paris attacks 
and prevented other attacks. 

Sen. Richard Burr, 
chairman of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee, told “Fox News Sunday” 
that investigators in France and 
Belgium found a cellphone number, 
then were able to see other numbers to 
which it had contacted, thwarting 
another attack and leading to at least a 
dozen arrests. 

The Paris attacks two 
weeks ago killed 130 people, with the 
Islamic State terror group ISIS, 
claiming responsibility. 

The NSA had the authority 
through the post-9/11 Patriot Act. But 
revelations in 2013 by NSA contractor 
Edward Snowden about the extent of 
the program resulted in public outcry 
and calls to rein in the program. 

As a result, Congress voted 
in June to limit the NSA’s authorization 


to bulk-collect smartphone, online and 
other electronic metadata. 

Intelligence officers will 
have to [get a warrant] and go to 
telecommunications companies to get 
the data. 

Legislation backed by Burr 
and other Republicans, including 
Arkansas’ Tom Cotton, to revive the 
program has been given little chance of 
passage. 

The issue has become part 
of the 2016 GOP primary debate. 

Sen. Marco Rubio, R-FL, is 
siding with top Republican senators in 
trying unsuccessfully to extend the 
existing program, saying that national 
security required it. 

Sen. Ted Cruz, R-TX, said 
the program amounted to intrusive 
government overreach with no security 
benefit. 

Sen. Rubio said that Cruz 
had joined with Senate liberals and the 
ACLU "to undermine the intelligence 
programs of this country." 

Cruz disputed Rubio's 

criticism. 

"I disagree with some 
Republicans who think we should 
disregard and discard the constitutional 
protections of American citizens. We 
can keep this nation safe without 
acquiescing to Big Brother having 
information about every aspect of our 
lives." 

Cotton has introduced a bill 
to delay the start date for the new 
phone records program until 2017 or 
until the president can certify that the 
new NSA collection system is as 
effective as the current one. 

Some lawmakers and 
advocates accuse senators on Rubio's 
side of trying to capitalize on the Paris 
tragedy to reopen the debate. 

"Within six weeks of 9/11 
they passed the Patriot Act," said Rep. 
Thomas Massie, R-KY. "And it's only 
natural they would try to do the same 
thing this time.” 

— foxnews.com November 29, 2015 


Destroying information on a 
hard drive isn’t easy 

The [Islamic jihadist] couple 
suspected of the massacre in California 
that left 14 people dead are believed to 
have intentionally damaged their cell 
phones and computer hard drives to 
keep investigators from tracking them. 

But computer experts say it 
takes time and effort to make electronics 
unreadable. 

“The three best ways to 
destroy a hard drive are with a drill, 


where the disc is physically not capable 
of being read anymore, microwave 
oven, or my favorite — thermite,” said 
Robert Hansen, vice president of 
WhiteHat Labs, WhiteHat Security. 

Still, for anyone who really 
wants to protect their data the first and 
most obvious — though often forgotten 
— line of defense is to encode it. 

"Without the proper [digital] 
key, getting the data back out is 
infeasible and therefore physical 
destruction is a bit redundant,” said 
Hansen. 

“Just whacking a hard drive 
with a hammer doesn’t do it." 

“If someone just destroys the 
external electronics (circuit board) and 
the internal platters are OK, then it is not 
hard to restore the drive. It really 
depends on how much damage was 
done to the interior media,” said Philip 
Lieberman, CEO, Lieberman Software. 

Experts say computer hard 
drives can be destroyed in two main 
ways, by overwriting the data on them, 
or by physically destroying their 
“platters.” Those are disks coated with a 
magnetic media where the Is and Os 
that make up the digital information are 
stored. 

Most home computer users 
use wiping programs to clean data off 
hard drives. These write and rewrite 
over the hard drive, covering the data 
that’s on it so many times it’s 
unreadable. 

It’s not like in the movies, 
where the hero hits a button and then a 
bar inches across the screen to show 
how much has been erased, while the 
bad guys are busy breaking down the 
door. According to Joe Caruso, chief 
technical officer of Global Digital 
Forensics in San Francisco, the process 
takes hours. 

The best way to destroy the 
information on a hard drive is to take it 
apart and then run a degausser over the 
platters, said Robert Roederer with 
Level 6 Shredding in San Francisco. 

A degausser is "a high intensity 
magnet that creates magnetic hysteria, 
scrambling the Is and Os on the platter,” 
he said. 

High quality commercial- 
strength degaussing wands start at a 
few hundred dollars and can cost as 
much as $1,000. 

Another popular method used 
by businesses is to simply shred the 
hard drive in a commercial power 
shredder, which breaks it up into pieces 
that can be a small as a match stick. 

Those aren’t cheap, generally 
costing a few thousand dollars. 

The methods home users try 
often don’t work, said Caruso. 




“We’ve seen people try to drill 
holes in their hard drives, but you can 
get a lot if data back from damaged 
platters. Obviously not where the holes 
were, but everywhere else,” he said. 

Recovering data is done in 
several different ways. A poorly- 
overwritten hard drive simply requires a 
computer program that goes in and 
retrieves the information. 

For a drive that’s been 
physically damaged, digital forensic 
experts open it in a clean room, cleanse 
it and then use a special reader to 
attempt to retrieve any data that’s still 
there. 

“It can take days of aligning 
everything to actually get it to work,” 
said Caruso. 

The process isn't cheap. 
Simply finding deleted information can 
cost several thousand dollars, while 
rebuilding a damaged hard drive run up 
to $10,000 or more, Caruso said. 

Generally cell phones aren’t 
worth the effort. 

“People forget that just about 
everything on their cell phone is also 
somewhere else, whether it’s in phone 
company records or backed up to the 
cloud. The records exist elsewhere,” 
Caruso said. 

-- usatoday.com 2015/12/04 

Australia's Abbott defends 
comments on Islam 

SINGAPORE (AP) — 
Former Australian Prime Minister Tony 
Abbott on Wednesday defended his 
comments suggesting that Western 
culture is superior to that of Islam. 

In a Sydney Daily 
Telegraph opinion piece published 
earlier in the day, Abbott, a staunch 
Catholic and former student priest, 
wrote of a need to "modernize'' Islam, 
saying it propagates a culture that is 
inferior to that of the West. 

"I am more than ready to 
assert the superiority of a culture that is 
decent and humane, and welcoming, 
over a culture that thinks it's right to kill 
in the name of God," he said in a 
speech in Singapore. 

Once you embrace the 
principle of killing in the name of God, 
"we have the war of all against all, until 
there is only one man, or one particular 
faith or version of faith left standing. 
Now, that is a recipe for catastrophe, 
absolute catastrophe," he added. 

In September, Abbott 
suggested that the Islamic State group 
was worse than the Nazis during World 
War II, angering members of the 
Jewish community. 


"Islamic State has a simple 
but deadly message — submit or die. 
To most, a medieval fantasy, but 
rational enough to many Muslims 
based on their scriptures," Abbott said. 

Abbott spent two years in 
office before being ousted in 
September by current leader Malcolm 
Turnbull in a Liberal Party coup. 

Australia's leading Muslim 
group, the Australian National Imams 
Council, rejected Abbott's argument 
that their religion needed to reform. 

"Islam is not in any need of 
reformation since the normative 
principles and practices of the religion 
allow Muslims to harmoniously coexist 
within pluralist societies that are based 
on the universal values of compassion 
and justice," said Ibrahim Abu, Mufti of 
Australia and the head of the council 
which represents more than 250 
imams. — December 9, 2015 


Germany Warns Saudi Arabia 
Over Extremist Funding 

Germany's Vice Chancellor 
Sigmar Gabriel urged Saudi Arabia on 
Sunday to stop supporting religious 
radicals amid growing concern about the 
funding of militant mosques by the 
world's biggest oil exporter. 

Germany's foreign intelligence 
agency suggested that Saudi foreign 
policy was becoming more "impulsive". 

"Wahhabi mosques are 
financed all over the world by Saudi 
Arabia. In Germany, many dangerous 
Islamists come from these 
communities," said Sigmar Gabriel, 
head of the Social Democrats (SPD). 

Saudi Arabia follows the ultra¬ 
conservative Wahhabi form of Islam and 
is seen by some outsiders as a cause of 
the international jihadist threat. 

It has cracked down on 
jihadists at home but some groups, 
including Islamic State (IS) and al 
Gaeda, follow an extreme interpretation 
of the Salafi branch of Islam of which 
Wahhabism was the original strain. 

The German domestic 
intelligence agency says the number of 
Salafists has risen to 7,900, up from 
5,500 just two years ago. 

Germans are worried about a 
possible attack on their soil, especially 
after the bombings and shootings in 
Paris on Nov. 13 which killed 130 
people. 

Responding to an appeal from 
France, Germany is sending 
reconnaissance jets, a frigate and 1,200 
military personnel to join the fight 
against IS insurgents in Syria but it is 


not joining U.S., French, Russian and 
British air strikes. 

The head of the Central 
Council of Muslims in Germany said 
military action was not the way to stop 
insurgency. 

"We have sown the seeds of 
war and it has resulted in terror and 
refugees," Aiman Mazyek told the Neue 
Osnabruecker Zeitung, referring to the 
war in Iraq which Germany opposed. 

-- Reuters Dec. 6, 2015 

Supreme Court Won’t Review 
Laws Banning Assault 
Weapons 

The Supreme Court on 
Monday declined to review the ability of 
cities and states to prohibit 
semiautomatic high-capacity assault 
weapons that have been used in some 
of the nation’s most deadly recent mass 
shootings. 

The justices decided not to 
reconsider a lower court’s decision in a 
case from the city of Highland Park, III. 
Seven states — Maryland, California, 
Connecticut, Hawaii, Massachusetts, 
New Jersey and New York — have 
similar bans, and all of the prohibitions 
remain in place. 

Justices Clarence Thomas and 
Antonin Scalia said the court should 
review the ban, which “flouts” the court’s 
Second Amendment jurisprudence. 
They criticized lower court decisions that 
have allowed jurisdictions and impose 
what Thomas called “categorical bans 
on firearms that millions of Americans 
commonly own for lawful purposes.” 

After deciding in District of 
Columbia v. Heller in 2008 that the 
Second Amendment provides the right 
for an individual to keep a weapon in the 
home, the court has avoided all cases 
that might clarify if that right is more 
expansive. 

By its inaction, the court has 
left in place lower court rulings that allow 
restrictions on carrying a weapon 
outside the home, and on the kinds of 
guns that can be prohibited. 

The decision that the Supreme 
Court decided not to review came from 
a divided panel of the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the 7th Circuit. That ruling 
noted a statement in the Heller decision 
that said legislatures retained the ability 
to prohibit “dangerous and unusual” 
weapons, and Judge Frank Easterbrook 
said the guns Highland Park banned 
qualified. 

An appeals court in New York 
also upheld the bans in that state and 
Connecticut. 

Gun rights advocates and 24 
states had told the Supreme Court it 




needed to get involved, because the 
bans violated the intent of Heller. 

They said the term “assault 
weapons’’ was anti-gun propaganda and 
there was nothing unusual about the 
guns. 

They include “some of the most 
commonplace firearms in the nation, 
including the immensely popular AR-15, 
which is the best-selling rifle type in the 
United States,” said the brief from Arie 
Friedman of Highland Park and the 
Illinois State Rifle Association. 

Thomas and Scalia agreed 
with that. “The overwhelming majority of 
citizens who own and use such rifles do 
so for lawful purposes, including self- 
defense and target shooting,” Thomas 
wrote. “Under our precedents, that is all 
that is needed for citizens to have a right 
under the Second Amendment to keep 
such weapons.” 

The court has privately 
debated whether to take the Highland 
Park case for months. Today’s 
announcement reflects that Thomas and 
Scalia could not persuade fellow 
conservatives who made up the majority 
in Heller to take the case. 

-- Washington Post December 7, 2015 

Broken System Lets Problem 
Officers Jump from Job to Job 

Law enforcement officers 
accused of sexual misconduct have 
jumped from job to job because of a 
tattered network of laws and lax 
screening that allowed them to stay on 
the beat. 

A yearlong Associated Press 
investigation into sex abuse by cops, jail 
guards, deputies and other state law 
enforcement officials uncovered a 
broken system for policing bad officers. 

The AP found about 1,000 
officers in six years who lost their 
licenses because of rape, or sexual 
misconduct. That number measures 
only officers who faced an official 
process called decertification and not all 
states have such a system or provided 
records. 

In states that do revoke law 
enforcement licenses, the process can 
take years, enabling problem officers to 
find other jobs. 

Some officers are able to keep 
working because departments may not 
be required to report all misdeeds to a 
state police standards commission, or 
they neglect to. Agencies also may not 
check references when hiring, or fail to 
share past problems with new 
employers. Resigning or being fired 
does not mean an officer loses the 
ability to work in law enforcement. 


Police standards agencies in 
44 states can revoke the licenses of 
problem officers, which should prevent a 
bad cop from moving on to police work 
elsewhere. But the process is flawed, 
said Roger Goldman, a professor 
emeritus at Saint Louis University 
School of Law who has studied 
decertification for three decades. 

Records provided to the AP 
from 2009 through 2014 did not include 
any decertification for former Pittsburgh 
police officer Adam Skweres, who 
pleaded guilty in 2013 to extorting 
sexual favors from five women and is 
serving up to eight years in prison. 
Allegations against Skweres dated to 
2008, yet he remained on the job until a 
victim complained to the FBI. 

Another concern is the length 
of the decertification process. 

And background checks often 
are limited by a department's size and 
budget, and that "a lot of agencies, a lot 
of cities — to avoid lawsuits — won't 
disclose anything negative." 

A National Decertification Index 
contains the names of nearly 20,000 
officers who have lost their licenses for 
problems that include sex abuse. But 
contributing is voluntary, and only 39 
states do so. 

There have been calls since 
1996 to require states to log the names 
of decertified officers into a national 
database. A White House task force 
formed after police shootings in 
Ferguson, Missouri, recommended that 
the Justice Department partner with the 
group that maintains the index to 
expand it to all states. 

Goldman, the decertification 
expert, said he believes every state 
should license and ban officers the 
same as they do other professionals, 
such as doctors and teachers. He 
supports the creation of a mandatory 
databank to track problem officers, 
similar to the congressionally mandated 
National Practitioner Data Bank for 
health care professionals. 

But Matthew Hickman, a 
Seattle University professor and expert 
on decertification believes the fix must 
come at the local and state level. 

Even then, union resistance 
can cause roadblocks. 

Police union officials nationally 
questioned whether decertification is 
necessary when departments can fire 
officers and prosecutors can pursue 
criminal charges. Ultimately, they said, 
policing the cops is the job of a chief. 

Michael Ragusa — now 
serving a 10-year prison for sexually 
assaulting three women — admitted 
during the hiring process with the Miami 
Police Department that he'd solicited a 


prostitute, committed theft and abused a 
relative. He also was flagged by a 
psychologist as having impulse control 
issues. 

Still, Ragusa was hired, and he 
remained on the force for more than 
three years. Officials later said that the 
investigator in charge of his background 
check had himself been disciplined 26 
times and was once arrested for 
falsifying documents. 

Barbara Heyer, an attorney 
who represented one of Ragusa's 
victims, said departments big and small 
have no excuse for not weeding out bad 
hires, considering today's technology. 

-- AP, November 3, 2015 

Call of Law Officers for 
Citizens to Carry Accelerates, 
Becomes Trend 

Sheriffs and police chiefs from 
jurisdictions large and small are calling 
for citizens to arm themselves in the 
defense against terrorism, rampage 
killings, and violent criminals. The call is 
a simple recognition that people can 
defend themselves and others better if 
they are armed. 

Maricopa County Sheriff Joe 
Arpaio, population of over 4 million, says 
nearly 250,000 Arizonans carry 
concealed weapons. "I'm asking for that 
group to make sure that if some violent 
activity occurs that they take action to 
defend themselves, and also the people 
around them until law enforcement 
shows up." 

Sheriff Clarke of Milwaukee 
County Wisconsin, population of nearly 
a million, has called for citizens to arm 
themselves for self defense. 

Police Chief James Craig of 
Detroit, Michigan, population of over 
700,000, says that armed citizens can 
stop terrorists. “A lot of Detroiters have 
CPLs (concealed pistol licenses). If 
you’re a terrorist, or a carjacker, you 
want unarmed citizens.” 

Oakland University criminal 
justice professor Daniel Kennedy 
agreed that terrorists would be reluctant 
to attack armed citizens. 

“We don’t have laboratories 
where we can test these theories, but 
there is something to the argument that 
terrorists want a high body count — and 
if they can only shoot a few people 
before they’re taken out themselves, it 
wouldn’t have the kind of impact they 
want.” 

Sheriff Wayne Ivey of Brevard 
County, Florida, with over half a million 
people, said, “Arm yourselves against 
terrorists,” in a post on Facebook that 
has gone viral. “Let there be no mistake 
in what I’m about to say, the only thing 




that stops a bad guy with a gun is a 
good guy with a gun.” 

Sheriff Wayne McKinney 
posted a call to arms for the citizens of 
Stephens County, Oklahoma, population 
about 45,000. From kfor.com: 

"Our county is small in 
numbers and I feel that we are unlikely 
to be targeted by these evil people. 
However, as your Sheriff, I encourage 
all who are LEGALLY, ELIGIBLE, and 
TRAINED to carry concealed weapons 
to do so. I do not want any of us to be 
helpless victims if we should fall under 
attack,” the post read. 

Police Chief Randy Kennedy of 
Hughes Springs, Texas, population 
1,766, had a similar message in 
response to President Obama’s address 
to the nation. From kltv.com: “I strongly 
encourage you to arm yourselves, and 
be ready when the wolf comes to the 
door, because it's on its way.” 

The trend is accelerating with 

more police chiefs and sheriffs 

recognizing the positive effects and the 
utility of armed citizens. 

-- gunswatch.blogspot.com Dec. 11, 
2015 

An Incompetent FBI Dropped 
the Ball on Syed Farook 

By John Kiriakou 

The FBI has, yet again 

dropped the ball. For all their budget of 
billions, for all the metadata they and 
their intelligence colleagues are 

collecting, and for all the years they’ve 
had to infiltrate terrorist groups since the 
September 11 attacks, Muslim militants 
were able to kill 14 people in San 
Bernardino, California. 

One of the shooters, Syed 
Farook, was “in contact” with terrorism 
suspects, but the FBI admits that it did 
nothing because the contact was “soft,” 
meaning that it wasn’t frequent. 

The problem here is deep, and 
it is one of longtime FBI incompetence, 
mismanagement, and intransigence. 

I wrote in my book, “The 
Reluctant Spy: My Secret Life in the 
CIA’s War on Terror,” about an incident 
of FBI incompetence. 

I was part of a team that raided 


of CIA counterterrorism operations 
there. Part of our “haul,” included more 
than a year’s worth of phone bills from 
the Taliban to phone numbers all across 
the U.S. The calls ended abruptly on 
September 10, 2001, and then started 
up again on September 16. 

Who was receiving these calls? 
Afghan nationals with legitimate 
consular issues? Spies? "Sleepers,” 
waiting to carry out an attack? We didn’t 
know. CIA Headquarters told me that it 
was an FBI issue. I then sent the 
original phone bills to the FBI, with 
copies to the CIA. 

Months passed. I returned to 
CIA Headquarters and, in the summer of 
2002, I ran into an FBI agent with whom 
I had worked in Pakistan. “What 
happened with those Taliban phone 
bills?” I asked. The FBI was waiting for 
Pashto translators. “Pashto translators?” 
I asked. “But those bills were written in 
English. That’s how I knew what they 
were.” 

I resigned from the CIA a year 
and a half later. Again I ran into a former 
FBI colleague. “Whatever happened to 
those Taliban phone bills?” “Oh,” he 
said, “they ended up being shipped to 
an FBI storage facility in suburban 
Maryland.” 

Just like in the final scene of 
Raiders of the Lost Ark, the box of 
phone bills was never even opened. 
We’ll never know if there was or is a 
threat to Americans originating with the 
Taliban or Taliban sympathizers. 

This seems to be what 
happened again in San Bernardino. But 
even with the information that Farook 
was in contact with terrorist suspects, 
the FBI did nothing. This time people 
died. Heads should roll. 

readersupportednews.org, 6 
December 2015 

John Kiriakou is an associate 
fellow with the Institute for Policy 
Studies. He is a former CIA 
counterterrorism officer and a former 
senior investigator with the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. 

Panic Culture Threatens 
Freedom 


assaults and murders) in the U.S. has 
fallen by half, to levels not seen since 
1970, according to FBI crime numbers 
reported on Monday. Property crime 
also fell last year, to levels not seen 
since 1967. 

Unfortunately, the public 
has been slow to get the memo. In 
Gallup polls since 2003, majorities 
have said that they believe there is 
more crime than in the previous year, 
not less. In 2014, 63 percent believed 
crime was rising, when it was falling. 

Call it a "culture of panic," 
the product of media obsession with 
crime because, as they say, if it bleeds 
it leads. 

Gun murders fell by 4 
percent last year, to just over 8,100, 
down by nearly one-fifth in the last 10 
years. Yet panic is used to justify 
solutions that limit the right to bear 
arms and have never been proven to 
work. 

Gun control presents the 
most obvious example of the panic 
culture, but the problem goes far 
beyond that. Panic over the illegal drug 
trade has invited government abuses 
that harm the innocent. Obama's IRS is 
increasingly using civil forfeiture keep 
cash from innocent small business 
owners merely because they make 
small bank deposits sometimes 
associated with the illicit drug trade. 

As the late economist Milton 
Friedman noted, freedom and 
prosperity are not natural conditions for 
human society. Through most of 
history, humanity has lacked freedom 
and lived in squalor. 

It is important to remember 
this on occasion, because it adds 
perspective when do gooders show up 
and argue that there is too much 
personal freedom. Recent economic 
difficulties and major acts of violence 
notwithstanding, the United States of 
2015 is still one of the safest, most 
prosperous and best places to live in 
the history of mankind. Part of the 
reason for this is the very freedom that 
the doomsayers would have everyone 
give up in a fit of panic. 

— washingtonexaminer.com 9/29/15 
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